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of the bad reputation of his place of

business. He went on selling with-
out the license, was arrested, ob-
tained a writ of habeas curpus

from the Circult Court and was dis-
charged from custody. The Court
held that the municipal ordinance
under which he was arrested, and
which authorized the Police Com-
missionersto issueor withhold fiquor
licenses at discretion, was uncon-
stitutioual bec .use it denied to the
prisover the equal protection of the
lawe, in that it made his busiuess
dependent upoo the will of those
officers.

The court of last resort reversed
the decisiou and remauded the de-
fendant back to the custody of the
State. The opiniou was given by
Judge Field, a sound Democrat aod
usually consistent aud clear in his
views and their expression. The
Court held that the States have ab-
sulute coutrol of the liquor tratfic
within their own borders. It is,
they said, » muatier of local police

regulation with which the Federal|

Government hus nothing to do, ex-
cept in regard to its tax for revevue.
Chu extent and limits of the sale of
ilquor to be drunk on the pffuises
form a question of public expedi-
ency and public morality aud not of
Fedoral law. The Court said fur-
ther:

“There is no inherent right of a
oitizen to rell intoxicating liquors by
retail; it is not a privitege of a citizen
of the Btaie or a citizen «f the United
States. Inhe prohibition or regula-
tion of the traffic discretion may he
vested in officers to decide to whom to

rrant and to whom to refuse Hquor
icenses. The officer . may nor alwuys
exorelso tile p.wer conferred upon
them with wisdom or justice to the
purties affected, but that s a matier
which does not affect the authority of
the State, or one which enn be brought
under the cognizance of the courts of
the United States.”

This declsion is far more satisfac-
tory and, it appears to us, inore in
consonance with the principles of
Btates riglts, than the ‘original
package’ deeision, which, brought
up o snother form, may yet be re-
versed or modifled. For the ‘‘court
with the last guess’’ dees occasion-
ally correct its own errors and com-
pletely reverse its own rulings.

Accordiug to this decision, not
only may States regulate the liguor
truffic, restrict it, say nuder what
conditious it may or what it ay
not be carried on, but they may
probibit it altogether. As to the
wisdom or expedievey of prohibition,
of eourge this ruling saysand effects
oothing.  Different persons nnd
parties wiil hold different views on
thut question. But the power of the
Btates in reference to it is pow

legally established. Thelr right to
prohibit is judicially settled. This
is, no doubt, a step favorable to the
prohibitionists, but it does not ad-
vauce their arguments or give
strength to their theories. How-
ever, it fortifies the States In their
pewers of local self-government, and
that is & matter for general congra-
tulation, because it is vital to the
ureat Republie, the safety and per-
manence of which are dear to the
heart of every patriotic gitizen,

THE DEMOCRATIC TIDAL WAVE.

THE Democratic tidal wave which
awept over Lthe country at ths begln-
ing of the present month is justly
regarded as a political pheuvomenon.
Nothing 80 overwhelming of its
kind has gocurred since the estib-
lishmeont of the Dation. 1t was
geverally unexpected. There were
a few leading thinkers, however,
who appear to have anticipated just
about what occurred. Among them
was the veteran stientist aud philo-
sopher J. Rodes Buchauau, of
Boston. That geotleman claims to
e able te prediet with almost ab-
~olute certainty, from a scientific
hasis, future events of great moment.
The priucipte upon which he founds
hia econviusions is periodicity. He
claims that the United Btates hLas
three distinet periods of calamity,

‘'two of which have passed, the third,

he asserts, is approachlug. Tt is en-
titled by him the comiog cataclysm,

lu treatiog upou the causes lead-
ing up to the sgcial convalsions he
predicts, he cites the fivancial de-
morulization and discontent which
permeates the granger population of
the Western States, which have
operated, through the Farmers?
Alliance, to produce the recent tre-
mendous Democratic vietory. He
quotes, in his article, written last
May aod published "in the August
number of the Arena, some of the
incendiary statements that have ap-
peared in the public journals, among
which is the foliowing:

“When the gang that calls iteelf the
government of the [Tnited States, loans
$60,000,000 of money raked in from
overtaxed farmers and business men
to the national banks without usury or
interest, and the bankers loan it obt,
through confidential ageuts, fo sirug-
gling farmers in the west, al two per
cent a month, we don't see wny the

government does not morc ecompletely
organize to ensiave labor.”

The sentiments expressed by
Kansas farmers at a meeting held
in Ottawa County, Kauvsas, was
gtill more revolutionary in its tone.
Toe Non-Conformist, of Winfleld,
Kansas, May lst, 1890, reporied it
as follows:
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‘‘Enemies, traitors, are the lawmak-
ers of the last twenty-eight years. No
more petitions, no more prayers, but
demands that call for action or blood.
Give your people relief or anawer the
consequences. No more taxes or in-
terest after December 1st."

Should this threat be carried out,
December 1st being close at hand, a
dangerous condition is approaching.
These words imply Jeep-seated rage,
and when anger is aronse:l reason
takes its flight.

At another mass meeting held in
the same Btate, on April 7th, 1890,
a oumber of significant resvlutions
were adopted.  After a lengthy pre-
amble, consisting of what purports
to be n platement of facts und griev.
nnces, the whole, inctuding the fol-
lowing, was adopted:

‘‘Resolved, That after the first day
of December, 1890, we will pay no
more laxes, cONpPON interest, or MOrt-
gage indebtedness, unless the govern-
men aids us in procuring the money,
as above mentioned, or Inany other
manner equally favorable.

“Resolved, That this organization of
bome defenders shonld be general
throughout the United States, ai'd that
every honorable meanashould be used
in pushing the organization.

“Re-olved, That the success of this
organization is the only hope of a
mortgage-cursed and tax-ridden peo-

le, and we appeal 1o our brother

armers, laborers, and othier producers,
to join us in our effurts to be free.”

The paper that reported the meet-
ing was illustrated by a picture of a
Congressinan making promises to
the people, betraying them at Wash-
ington, and on his return seized,
turred, feathered and hung.

Iu the Forum., some time since,
William Barry quoted Bishop
Hpalding, who sajd: ‘“Our rich
men, anid they are numerous and
their weaslth is great, their number
and their wealth will increase—but
our rich men must do their duty or
perish.. I tell you in America we
will not tolerate vast wealth in the
hands of men who do nothinrg for
the people.?

These evidences of popular wrath
and discoutent are cited by Prof.
Buchanan to show that a elimax is
approaching, and he holds that they
are corroborative of his predietion of
a coming socin] eataciysm. Asa
matter of course. justly or otherwise,
the burden of blame is necessarlly
cast upon the party iu power, and
the result of the recent elections, to
which this feeling of anger and dis-
sntiefaction largely contributed, is
an object lesson to the rulers and
rich men of the nation.

We atated that Prof. Buchannn
wae among these who anticlpated
an overturnlog in the fleld .of
politica. As an evidence of this we
will quote from his artiele:

«‘The people have lelt the govern-



